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September 10, 1996 
Ms. Marilyn Branch 
Office of the Clerk of the Court 
Utah Court of Appeals 
400 Midtown Plaza, 230 South 500 East 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111 
Re: State v. Dietz. Case No. 950769-CA 
Response to Utah R. App. P. 24 (i) Supplemental Authority 
Letter 
Dear Ms. Branch: 
Pursuant to rule 24 (i), Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure, 
the State submits the following letter in response to defendant's 
supplemental authority letter. 
Defendant's letter is not timely. Although dated September 
4, 1996, two days before this Court issued its decision in this 
case, the State did not receive the letter until after this Court 
issued its decision. Moreover, defendant's letter cites a case 
decided on May 23, 1996. Therefore, the letter is not timely. 
Alternatively, the supplemental authority cited, State v. 
Yates. 291 Utah Adv. Rep. 5 (Utah App. May 23, 1996), is 
significantly factually distinguishable. 
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I appreciate your prompt distribution of this letter to the 
Court. 
Sincerely, 
Qj\ ^^j^U&^ 
THOMAS B. BRUNKER 
Assistant Attorney General 
cc: Michael D. Bouwhuis 
